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America has by far the best news coverage in the world. Our press and radio, however, must concentrate on high-speed dispatches, often omitting the great spiritual factors which motivate the 
news. And unfortunately much reporting is under the pressures of narrcw provincialism and our traditional prejudices. Thus rolitical fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism frequently 


threaten to displace sound democratic practice and a rational defense system. Between The Lines seeks to provide greater insight by presenting selected reports, research analyses, and forecasts 
drawn from the most authoritative sources. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only through the Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avcid the violent changes inherent in war and in 
communism and thus move forward out of the tribalism of man towards the brotherhood of the Kingdcm of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





War, Steel — and A Loaf of Bread 


The Berlin crisis has stimulated business activity, but there is 
danger that it will be used as justification for inflationary price boosts. 
The increased billions in war contracts spur activity in many directions, 
but the profits and the power reside largely with the few. Federal Trade 
Commission reports show that, out of approximately 65,000 manufactur- 
ing firms, 500 of the largest industrial corporations account for about 60 
per cent of the total net sales made by all manufacturing companies in 
the U. S. In other words, about two-thirds of one per cent of all manu- 
facturing companies are now garnering 60 per cent of the nation’s busi- 
ness. Also important is the fact that these individual giants control more 
than 67 per cent of the assets of all our manufacturing corporations, a 


proportion that is increasing year after year. 


War-making — and not socialism 
—continues to shrink the demo- 
cratic base of our economy. In the 
first seven months of 1961, the 
small business share of the military 
procurement contracts was 15.6 per 
cent of the total compared with 
16.1 per cent in a like period of 
only a year ago. In 1956, and ear- 
lier years, the share was over 25 
per cent. The main reason given 
for the steady decline in awards to 
small businesses is the need for re- 
search and development production 
in missiles and new weapons. The 
Defense Dept. says that “Small 
companies cannot generally under- 
take prime contracts.” But the Mag- 
azine of Wall Street (April 8) stated 
bluntly, “The prime contracts are 
saved for the big fellows.” 


Congressional opinion is reflected 
in the latest annual report of the 
Senate Select Committee on Small 
Business: “Among all the forces 
that contribute to the growth of 
monopoly power, few operate more 
insidiously than the over-loading of 
giant corporations with military 
prime contracts of a kind well with- 
in the competence of smaller com- 
panies whose order boards are not 
clogged with backlogs.” 


The Senate Committee states that 
this applies especially to the bias 
against small companies in the 
granting of research and develop- 
ment contracts which could be han- 
died just as easily by small non-mo- 
nopoly firms. It notes that with 
about 95.6 per cent of the R. & D. 
contracts in the hands of the big 
corporations and with the Govern- 
ment paying for 60 per cent of all 


research and development perform- 
ed by American industry, the “con- 
clusion cannot be avoided that the 
concentration of research contracts 
in the laboratories of large corpora- 
tions is a virtual guarantee that 
these same corporations will enjoy 
a formidable headstart over smaller 
companies in the development of 
those consumer products of tomor- 
row, which are often the inevitable 
by-products of military research 
contracts.” 

The industrial leaders make big 
talk about their devotion to basic 
research but the first aim of re- 
search by company scientists is ob- 
viously to further company profits. 
“Certain industries pay eager lip- 
service to ‘basic research’ but in 
sober fact do little or none,” says 
Warren Weaver in his chapter on 
Science in Goals for Americans 
(Prentice Hall), which is the report 
of the President’s Commission on 
National Goals. “Anyone who 
doubts this need only check the 
facts concerning the volume of pub- 
lications, from industrial scientists, 
in really scholarly research journals.” 


Here’s how these contracts run 
and the enormous wealth being 
created in small groups at the top: 
General Dynamics, $1,294 million; 
Lockheed Aircraft, $1,124 million; 
North American Aviation, $964 
million; General Electric, $944 mil- 
lion; Boeing, $867 million; United 
Aircraft, $739 million; and so it 
goes. Most of these companies 
were created in the first place by 
Government capital and involved 


little or no risk in production. 
(continued second col., NEXT page) 


X-Ray and Foreeast 


ATIONS BECOME IRRATIONAL, as do people. Irrational think- 

ing and acting prompted by delusions are marks of insanity. Mass 
delusions have afflicted whole nations in our day. The cult of emperor 
worship in Japan and the delusions of Nazi fanaticism destroyed nearly 
half of civilization. With the power of the atom at our disposal we must 
not wait so long next time for curative measures. When a man starts run- 
ning around the house with a butcher knife because “Somebody is after 
me,” it’s time to send for help. 


WHY WE DO NOT LEAD 


FFICIAL Washington was shocked, many angered, when one of the 

country’s leading scientists in the field of psychology, Dr. Ralph K. 
White, a research chief in the U.S. Information Agency, publicly stated 
that the Russians and Americans are both suffering from the same delu- 
sions: Neither country will believe that it is afraid of the other. Each has 
a mental image of an evil leadership on the other side that deliberately 
wants war. Both peoples believe that everything the leaders say on the 
other side is a lie and not worth listening to. Both say the others are ag- 
gressive and “We are peaceful . . . . We believe in good and virtue, they 
in evil and lies.” 

THE PRESENCE OF TYRANNY and the suppression of free- 
dom and ideas in Russia makes their side “far more deluded and danger- 
ous,” emphasized Dr. White. “But the American people are failing their 
mission in history because they are becoming increasingly victims of the 
same delusions that afflict the Russians.” We agree with Dr. White that 
the American people, free, advanced, the most fortunate in all things 
that make life good, should be exerting a curative, healing influence. The 
Russian people are warm-hearted, deeply sentimental. They are the first 
victims of communism and not the causes of it. If we take on all the ex- 
treme views and actions that the Moscow tyrants enforce upon the Rus- 
sian people, from what source can come the world’s healing? 


FOR SOUND REASONS, in terms of the best in the social and 
psychological sciences, the U.S. should not have added to the world’s fear 
by a resumption of atomic tests just because the Soviets did so. All the 
world knows that the U.S. has made about three times as many atomic 
tests as the Soviet Union. The score was approximately 129 to 53 in ’57-’58 
when the test moratorium was declared (N.Y. Times, Oct. 13, ’58), a fact 
about which our press has kept silent during all the recent headline pro- 
tests over the Russian tests. It is fortunate for U.S. influence that the Rus- 
sians resumed testing first and that we are testing underground rather 
than hurling poison into the atmosphere. 


Another noted social scientist, Dr. Urie Bronfenbrenner of Cornell 
University, told the same national convention of the American Psycholog- 
ical Assn., to whom Dr. White spoke, that an irreparable loss of power 
and influence would be suffered by the U.S. in resuming the tests just be- 
cause the Russians did so. Dr. Bronfenbrenner has done extensive research 
in social attitudes both in Russia and in this country. There has been the 
hope among the Russian intellectuals, according to this expert, that the 
American people would take from the Kremlin’s hands the leadership in 
the promotion and propagandizing for peace which the Soviet has used so 
effectively. But the words of the American scholars drew only angry ac- 
cusations from those with the loudest voices in the U.S. Senate and House 
who trade on hate and fear to get headlines and promote their careers. 
Does this not symbolize our lack of leadership in keeping America strong 
and influential spiritually in terms of the world’s need — while we also 
keep militarily strong? 

(continued first col., NEXT page) 





X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


NE IMAGE WILL LIVE LONG in the minds of men — the craggy 

figure of 89 year old Bertrand Russell, one of the world’s greatest phi- 
losophers and scientists, being sentenced to a British prison because he 
would not still his voice over the insanity of thermonuclear war prepara- 
tions. Being an exact scientist in the field of mathematics, Lord Russell is 
prepared to show that England can serve only as a handy target in case of 
nuclear war, her power and achievement reduced to ashes in a flash. But 
England could arise out of her great traditions and history to give the 
world its first leadership in the denunciation of atomic violence, recogniz- 
ing that, since there is no military defense against nuclear violence, there 
can only be defense within the power of the spirit. 


RUSSIA IS COMMITTED before the world to accept complete 
nuclear disarmament and, if it is complete, to accept a system of thorough 
inspection if the U.S. will accept complete disarmament. Are we afraid to 
compete with them — the atheists — in moral and spiritual force? Almost 
all leading nuclear physicists (Max Born, one of the founders of modern 
physics; Albert Einstein, who gave the world its first atomic formula; and 
others of the greatest nuclear physicists living and dead) are on the record 
in support of Bertrand Russell’s stand. And many in America — the peace 
marchers and the young men and women sharing in protest vigils around 
missile factories and submarine bases — are accepting much ridicule, en- 
during hardship and privation to bear the same witness. We may not agree 
with them. We may not wish to join them, but for our own sakes and for 
the sake of mankind, we’d better understand why they do it. 


WE FOOLED OURSELVES 


O UNDERSTAND the Berlin crisis as of now, we must go behind 

the false picture which is being presented to the American public al- 
most solely in military terms. For that picture is becoming more unreal, 
more of a fantasy every day. Apparently few in Washington have paid 
any attention to the real nature of Khrushchev’s demands concerning Ber- 
lin. The assumption in the military-dominated thought of Washington has 
been that Khrushchev would attempt to drive the Western allies out of 
Berlin by a blockade, as Stalin tried to do in 1948. He could even try 
something worse. So with much drum-beating, war talk and military pa- 
rading, we got ready to stand our ground. But nothing of that sort has 
happened. 


KHRUSHCHEV’S DEMANDS, recapped briefly, have focused 
on bringing about what he falsely describes as “a natural conclusion to 
the conditions which resulted from World War II,” by (1) making a peace 
treaty with the East German “Democratic Republic” and (2) “legalizing” 
the eastern frontier of the “Democratic Republic” at the Oder-Neisse line 
which marks the border between East Germany and the other Red satel- 
lite states but also leaves former German territories within the borders of 
Poland and Czechoslovakia. (Thus, in case a rearmed West Germany 
should seek to reunite Germany by force of arms, the eastern border 
would be solidly integrated with the Red satellite empire.) 


KHRUSHCHEV HAS DEMANDED that the U.S. and other al- 
lies sign the peace treaty with East Germany. This the allies have right- 
fully refused to do since it means acknowledging the false “sovereignty” 
of the Red puppet German state. The allied policy, moreover, has been 
to work towards a unified Germany by free elections which the Russians 
of course would not accept since the East Germans would overwhelmingly 
vote to unite with the West and join the allied military alliance against 
the Soviet. 


THE MOST KHRUSHCHEV HAS THREATENED has been 
that —if the allies didn’t go along with his plans — he would sign the 
treaty pact anyway and then turn over to the East Germans control of 
the access routes to West Berlin. Subsequently he would have the East 
German “Democratic Republic” ratify the Oder-Niesse boundary. Khrush- 
chev has never threatened military action over these issues. This can be 
verified by checking back over all his statements in the press about Berlin. 
His dire atomic warnings have invariably followed U. S. military moves. 
With great fanfare the U.S. military however has rallied its battalions to 
stand at the ready on the West Berlin Red border waiting for the Russians 
to start a frontal assault— which will never come. The Communists are 
more subtle, more clever than that. 


INSTEAD OF BLOCKADING WEST BERLIN or moving with 
force of any kind against the city, Khrushchev has walled off East Berlin 
—a kind of political jiu jitsu — which we had no power to prevent and 
have no plans, no way in sight to counter. All the life of that unhappy 
city will now be forceably drawn into a tightly woven unity with the drab 
regimented fabric of the East, leaving West Berlin to dry on the vine. 

(continued first col., NEXT page) 
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War, Steel — and A Loaf of Bread (continued) 


There is almost no price competition 
in these contracts. This is “social- 
ism” on the biggest scale in history. 


And, outside of the defense in- 
dustry, the largest corporations now 
have the power to decide and en- 
force the prices they will charge, 
irrespective of market supply and 
demand. This system of “adminis- 
tered pricing” now sets prices ar- 
bitrarily and on occasion has even 
increased price levels despite sur- 
pluses and decreased demands. Steel, 
as a basic metal affecting almost all 
other manufacturing, has wrought 
the most harm in this respect. The 
largest steel companies are again 
threatening to boost prices — and 
after a year of low production, less 
than 60 per cent, which still netted 
the large steel companies an aver- 
age rate of return on investment, 
after taxes, of 10.2 per cent. The 
average rate of return, after taxes, 
has been 11.5 per cent since 1947. 
To accurately judge the financial 
strength of these steel companies, 
ask a small businessman (home fur- 
nishings retailer, hardware merchant, 
garage owner or car dealer) if he 
could make 10 per cent on his in- 
vestment, after paying himself an 
adequate salary, while operating at 
a 40 per cent drop in business. 
And never forget that the steel com- 
panies do not estimate their profits 
until all executives are allowed am- 
ple salaries, plus bonuses and extra- 
ordinary pension and “fringe” assets. 


The Kennedy Administration has 
put pressure on the steel companies 
to hold the line in prices, not be- 
cause the Administration is “social- 
istic,” but because the multitudes of 
small businessmen are a politically 
potent element in the Democratic 
party. If the Republicans were in 
power, steel prices would go up 
without an argument when the wage 
increases which arose out of last 
year’s strike settlement go into ef- 
fect. The Wall Street Journal and 
other business publications have 
conceded that big steel could take 


the increased wage cost and still 
earn eight to nine per cent. 


There is no shortage in steel. In 
fact, U.S. Steel production has been 
curtailed by foreign competition due 
to the exorbitant prices. Yet in the 
face of this, with profits more than 
satisfactory, big steel threatens a 
general price rise that will in the 
end pinch every pocketbook. 


Your Loaf of Bread: Closely al- 
lied with this is the news that bread 
prices are to be increased in the 
near future. The bread syndicate 
cites the increase in wheat support 
prices which will be in effect next 
year as farmers get a higher price 
support — from $1.79 to $2. a 
bushel — in exchange for a 10 per 
cent reduction in wheat acreages. 
The increase figures less than .01 
per cent of the 23.3¢ which is the 
cost of a loaf of bread. The cost of 
a loaf of bread has increased from 
13.5¢ a pound loaf to 20.3¢ in the 
last decade. Of the 20.3¢, the farmer 
gets only 2.8¢! The share received 
by the baker and wholesaler, who 
is usually the same company, was 
11.9¢, or 59 per cent of the total. 
The retailer got 3.4¢, or 17 per 
cent, and the miller received .07¢ 
or 3 per cent. (Dept. of Agriculture.) 


Here are the tell-tale facts that 
reveal who’s getting the gravy and 
how it’s being done: The farmer’s 
share of the cost of a loaf of bread 
has decreased from 25 to 14 per cent 
during the last decade, while the 
price of bread has gone up nearly 
40 per cent. The syndicate baker- 
wholesaler share has gone up from 
44 to 59 per cent. The retailer has 
received the same at 17 per cent 
and the miller’s share has decreased 
from 5 to 3 per cent. Since syndi- 
cate bakers’ profits have consistently 
averaged high through recent years, 
Secretary of Agriculture Freeman 
has been critical of the bread indus- 
try over its threat to raise prices. 

As with steel, the problem is more 


one of social concern and moral 
responsibility than economics. 








X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


And far more than is realized here, the life of West Berlin has also been 
dependent on East Berlin. Many of the West Berlin workers have lived 
in the East zone (some 80,000 at the time of the recent crisis). In addition 
there was much trade and commercial exchange between the two — life 
flowed back and forth. While many evidences of prosperity have glittered 
in West Berlin, the situation has been an artificial one at best. Now, com- 
pletely walled off from the life of Eastern Europe and isolated inside the 
East zone, it will gradually wither. 


AFTER THE PHONEY EAST GERMAN PEACE TREATY 
has been signed and celebrated, which will probably be preceded by some 
fruitless East-West diplomatic negotiations on the subject, Khrushchev 
will then hand the Berlin controls over to the East Germans. Following 
that there will be recurrent tensions and angry words between the East 
German Communists and the allies over access to and from the West 
Berlin corridors. There will probably be instances of gun fire in the air 
—a few planes might even be shot down as has happened elsewhere. But 
talk of war over Berlin will gradually diminish. In fact, war over West 
Berlin is just not in the picture at all, unless somebody goes crazy or trips 
over a hot wire — which could happen there or elsewhere and is a risk 
we might have to live with from now on. 


A DANGEROUS WEAKNESS in our nation’s life is revealed by 
this whole situation. Let any kind of threat appear — and everybody who 
is anybody starts whooping it up for more missiles and planes and other 
defense contracts, out of which everybody can make a fast buck. And 
when the crisis is past, it becomes obvious that the threat was more polit- 
ical or economic than military and that we have failed to meet it. Thus 
we squandered $300 million military dollars in little Laos — and still 
lost; we tried to use military means to rid Cuba of Castro — and lost. 
Now we are being outmaneuvered in Berlin simply because there are too 
many in Washington who won’t look at anything they can’t view through 
a bomb sight. As Walter Lippmann points out, “The U.S. policy, (on 
Germany) which misses the whole point of the crisis, has been sold to 
the American people and the world . . . . The exclusive and excessive 
preoccupation with proving our will to fight . . . . left us unprepared.” 
Of course the White House team and The State Dept. knows this well 
and is now sweating out a new Berlin-German policy that meets the 
facts as they exist. 


THE U.S. NEGOTIATORS will no doubt offer to slow down the 
rearming of West Germany and to postpone indefinitely the arming of 
West Germany with atomic weapons. This is of prime importance for it 
is generally conceded in diplomatic circles that the rearming of West 
Germany with atomic weapons and missiles is what hastened the Berlin 
crisis, if it was not responsible for it altogether. (Only a few newspapers 
have covered this part of the Berlin story — see Washington Post, Oct. 
7, 60; Reuters dispatch in the N.Y. Herald Tribune, Oct. 19, ’60; N.Y. 
Times, Nov. 4, 60.) In return we could ask that the Russians decrease 
the size of the East German armed “police force.” 


The U.S. negotiators will no doubt also show a willingness to cur- 
tail the activities of the highly effective U.S. anti-Communist propaganda 
and espionage centers in West Berlin. The allied radio broadcasts in West 
Berlin have had devastating effects on the surrounding Communist areas 
— stimulating much of the refugee flow westward. (Remember West Ber- 
lin is 110 miles inside the Russian zone.) This in return for a loosening 
of controls between East and West zones by the Soviet, increasing the 
freedom of the whole city. We will probably offer to reduce the number 
of U.S., British and French regiments in West Germany if the Russians 
will withdraw some of their own regiments from the surrounding areas, 
the presence of which has caused so much tension on both sides of the 
city. On these and other issues, U.S. diplomacy could have taken the in- 
itiative months ago when the crisis began, instead of beating drums and 
rushing in more U.S. regiments — unimaginative sterile moves that could 
only heighten tempers and tensions. 


THE UNITED NATIONS IN THE CAULDRON 


HE HOPE that man can master himself and the power of the atom 

is symbolized now in the agony of the UN’s experience in the Congo. 
The death of Dag Hammarskjold tragically ends the second era of the 
UN’s life and efforts. The first secretaryship of Trygve Lie was devoted 
largely to organization. Hammarskjold’s secretaryship saw the membership 
double and the formation and first field operations of the UN armed peace 
force, a prototype of what must come if the present atomic anarchy is to 
be replaced by a world ruled by law and justice. The remarkable success 
which these pitifully small peace force units, made up of youth from neu- 
(continued third col., NEXT page) 


Brotherhood Gains 


Enough progress has now been 
made in desegregation in the schools 
of the 17 Southern and border states 
to indicate a real turning of the tide 
towards the achievement of the Su- 
preme Court’s seven-year-old deci- 
sion outlawing school segregation. 
Out of 2,813 school districts in the 
South which have both white and 
Negro students, 801 have been de- 
segregated. This includes all the 
states except South Carolina, Ala- 
bama and Mississippi. 


With the gratifying achievements 
recently in Atlanta and Dallas, 
where integration started on a grade- 
a-year basis, all major Southern 
cities (except those in South Caro- 
lina, Alabama and Mississippi) now 
look forward to similar achievement. 
Atlanta especially has demonstrated 
what is needed by way of prepara- 
tion. When there is a sufficient num- 
ber of leading citizens with courage 
and vision to take a stand for racial 
justice, a precedent is established for 
civilized behavior among all citizens. 
When the teachers and parents have 
been educated in the larger aspects 
of the problem, when the police 
have also been educated and drilled 
in their responsibilities and when 
the press backs all this with mature, 
unprejudiced reporting — the way 
is paved for epochal transition. 

On the other hand, when those 
leading citizens of New Orleans, 
who privately conceded that inte- 
gration had to come and that its 
requirements were just, lacked the 
courage to take a stand, there was no 
precedent —no example. The ex- 
tremists therefore were able to es- 
tablish their influence — defying the 
law, engaging in vulgar diatribes. 
And the mobs formed around them. 

Since Georgia, once leader in mas- 
sive resistance, has capitulated with 
dignity, it is now expected that Vir- 
ginia will surrender its “massive 
resistance” as six more communities 
in that state desegrate this fall. 


Negroes In Southern Colleges: 
Progress is also to be noted in the 
increased number of Negroes who 
are admitted to institutions of higher 
education. Five Southern colleges 
and universities have accepted Ne- 
groes this fall. Even Georgia Tech. 
has voluntarily accepted three Negro 
freshmen. Duke University, Mars 
Hill, Davidson and Oklahoma Chris- 
tian College are all enrolling Negro 
students this term. 





The First Non-White has been 
chosen as president of the Inter- 
national Rotary Club. N. C. La- 
harry of Calcutta is president-elect 
for the coming year. While Rotary 
works staunchly for world friend- 
ship and mutual understanding in 
over 100 countries, this is the first 
time a non-white has been given 
top leadership. 


Cuban Invasion Illegal 


A legal brief, signed by 132 lead- 
ing lawyers and legal authorities of 
the U.S. and sent to President Ken- 
nedy, holds that the recent invasion 
of Cuba violated treaties with Cuba 
and other international agreements 
such as the United Nations Charter, 
the Charter of the Organization of 
American States and six more inter- 
American treaties and declarations. 

The signers include Arthur Lar- 
sen, former district director of the 
U.S. Information Agency and for- 
mer assistant to President Eisen- 
hower and now a professor of law. 
Also signing are L. J. Linder and 
A. L. Pomerantz, noted N.Y. cor- 
poration lawyers; Prof. T. I. Emer- 
son and Fowler Harper, both of the 
Yale University Law School. The 
brief was also supported by numer- 
ous former judges and law profes- 
sors of Amherst, Tulane, Cornell 
and the Universities of Chicago and 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. Larsen, in a letter of assent, 
stated, “If this Cuban invasion is 
not instantly recognized and con- 
demned as the worst set-back to in- 
ternational relations in this country, 
I am afraid there is danger that the 
world rule-of-law movement will 
begin to look like a facade.” 

The brief urged that the U.S. pol- 
icy toward Cuba be brought into 
conformity with international law. 
It pointed out that Cuba had made 
no assault upon the U.S. Nor had 
any hostile military action been 
taken against the U.S. or U.S. neu- 
trality laws. Seizure of American 
property cannot be said to be suf- 
ficient cause for military action 
against the island state. The brief 
makes clear the conviction that for 
U.S. military leaders and _intelli- 
gence officers to be so involved 
would be judged as an act of ag- 
gression by an international court. 

How does this sound alongside 
the kind of newspaper reports you 
have had on the same subject? Does 
it not reveal why Castro has won 
much sympathy in this hemisphere 
and elsewhere? Despite the high 
sources of this pronouncement, it 
was ignored by much of the press. 


It Can Happen Here? 


Four months of investigation by 
a joint committee of Puerto Rico’s 
Senate and House Legislature has 
resulted in charges of fraud and co- 
ercion in last year’s political cam- 
paign against the Christian Action 
Party which was organized and sup- 
ported by the Catholic hierarchy. 

The island’s election laws provide 
that new political parties may be 
created by petitions presented to 
the electoral board with affidavits 
equalling in number at least ten 
per cent of the popular vote cast in 
the last election. In the 1956 elec- 


tion, 696,574 votes were cast; con- 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 





It Can Happen Here? (continued) 


sequently, to have its candidate 
placed on the 1960 ballot, the Cath- 
olic-backed Christian Action Party 
needed to present 69,657 petitions. 
The church-supported party pre- 
sented 83,511 affidavits to the Elec- 
toral Board of which 12,420 were 
disqualified after a hasty inspection 
because of obvious violations. This 
still left the church party with more 
than enough affidavits — 71,091. 
In the election, however, the 
CAP polled fewer votes than the 
number of the affidavits filed —only 
51,072 as against the vote for the 
Popular Democrats’ candidate, Gov. 
Munoz, who received 546,317 
votes. Nevertheless the CAP got 
two legislators in the Congress. 


But the discrepancies gave rise 
to rumors about irregularities. The 
joint committee inquiring into the 
authenticity of the church-backed 
CAP organization took detailed tes- 
timony from thousands of witnesses. 
Ten different kinds of fraud were 
found to have been practiced by the 
church party: Some petitions bore 
the signatures of persons who were 
dead or who were not in the country 
at the time of the registration; others 
had been signed by persons who 
could not read or write. Many wit- 
nesses swore before the committee 
that heir names had been forged. 

One district judge reported proc- 
essing 4,414 affidavits a day, al- 
though two judges testified before 
the committee that no judge could 
process more than 500 petitions a 
day. The evidence that the church- 
backed party had been established 
through fraud and deception is re- 
corded in 3,000 pages of evidence. 


The charge that the church and 
the Christian Action Party had in- 
dulged in coercion during the elec- 
tion was likewise documented by 
the committee with equal care and 
precision. Step by step the report 
traces the participation in the 
pre-election campaign by Catholic 
priests and bishops. One influential 
priest stated on TV, “A Catholic 
cannot vote for Munoz,” —al- 
though Gov. Munoz himself is a 
Catholic. The bishops, in urging the 
people to support the church party, 
stated in widely distributed litera- 
ture that the CAP was of a super- 
natural Christian character. “Its 
meetings are like missions. The 
Rosary is said. The vivas are given 
to Christ the King, instead of prais- 
ing human leaders.” 

On Oct. 23 Bishops McManus 
and Davis issued a pastoral letter 
to be read in all the churches of 
Puerto Rico. They condemned the 
Popular Democratic party of Gov. 
Munoz and his candidates and flatly 
forbade Catholics to vote for 
Munoz. San Juan papers and the 
N.Y. Times quoted Bishop James 
McManus, a product of the Ameri- 


can Catholic Church, as saying it 
would be a sin to ignore the ban 
laid down by the pastoral letter, a 
declaration later printed, with the 
bishop’s approval, in all the island’s 
leading newspapers. Because Munoz 
favored some educational measures 
that would help control the burgeon- 
ing population growth of the crowd- 
ed island, the bishops finally came 
out with a statement that a vote for 
the popular party of Munoz was a 
vote against the law of God. The 
bishops added that the disobedience 
of the pastoral prohibitions was a 
sin against God himself. “Those 
who support the Governor’s party 
are committing heresy and are guilty 
of mortal sin and will be liable to 
excommunication.” 

Bear in mind that Munoz and 
his family are Catholics and that 
he had given Puerto Rico a remark- 
able era of constructive reform 
which had saved P. R. from a 
Castro-type fanaticism. Also bear 
in mind that most of the investigat- 
ing committeemen were Catholic. 


The Puerto Rican legislative in- 
vestigation committee agreed that 
they had before them a simple ques- 
tion: Had illegal and undemocratic 
coercion been used against the Puer- 
to Rican citizenry who are chiefly 
Catholic? The Committee report 
concluded that “Coercion exists 
where one is, by the unlawful con- 
duct of another, induced to do or 
perform some act under circum- 
stances which deprive him of exer- 
cising free will.” 

The committee charged, “Never 
in the history of our people has 
there been such an audacious ma- 
nipulation of the sacred in the in- 
terest of the temporal ends of our 
collective life. The action of the 
highest dignitaries of our church 
constitutes the most serious chal- 
lenge that has ever been thrown 
down to our people —a challenge 
which tends to destroy our demo- 
cratic and civic liberties.” 

It should be noted that both the 
P. R. Bishops McManus and Davis 
were born and educated in the U.S., 
received their training and spent 
most of their early priesthood in 
American churches and that the 
church in Puerto Rico is much un- 
der the direction of the U.S. hier- 
archy. Does the Vatican approve? 
Apparently it does, for first offender 
McManus has subsequently been 
made an Archbishop! 


While all this has been kept 
hushed in the press, many protests 
have been heard from American 
Catholics. The claim of the Ameri- 
can hierarchy that it seeks to pro- 
tect our democratic institutions and 
to preserve liberty is subject to chal- 
lenge in the face of recent events 


in Puerto Rico. 


(See N. Y. Times, Oct. 28, ‘60; Christian 
Century, Aug. 9, ‘61.) 


X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


tral countries, have had in the enflamed Israel-Arab areas, in Lebanon, in 
the Korean truce zone provides abundant evidence that the moral force 
of humanity’s-will-to-peace, so implemented, can intervene where war 
threatens. 


BRINGING PEACE TO AFRICA presented the UN with a 
task of staggering dimensions, for the UN’s responsibilities in the Congo 
have been thwarted by savage and powerful undercurrents from the sur- 
rounding rebellious colonial states of Angola, Rhodesia and elsewhere 
where colonialism still persists and from the European capitals of these 
colonial powers — Brussels, Lisbon, London, plus Paris, which still fights 
to keep its hold in North Africa. 


Tribalism still rules in fact in the Congo as it does in spirit in 
much of the world. Selfishness and provincialism— the forces that 
make war — stand naked in Katanga where the mineral wealth of the 
nation is centered. These rich Belgian investments, shared by banks in 
London and New York, have been the real source of contention since 
the Congolese revolution struck against Belgian colonial rule a year ago. 
After the revolution, the Belgians began to slip back into Katanga to re- 
claim their wealth. It wasn’t hard to bribe black tribal chiefs to champion 
the independence of the province. Hundreds of Belgian Army officers and 
other white soldiers of fortune were brought in. 


AS THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT in Leopoldville slowly be- 
came durable enough under UN supervision to administer the entire area, 
the UN officials began to work for a legal representative in the Leopold- 
ville Central Government from each state. Much patience and persuasion 
was used. In the meantime, the UN troops stood guard to prevent tribal 
warfare or continued attacks against the whites. Slowly, by compromise, 
bargaining and mutual need, the different areas began to give cooperation 
and loyalty to the Central Government in Leopoldville. The new Premier, 
Cyril Adoula, under President Kasabuvu brought promising talents in 
organization and administration. He is a tough unionist who, unlike the 
late erratic Lumumba, comprehends the problems of government and un- 
derstands the people with cool headed realism. But just as the newly rec- 
ognized Central Government began to move forward, the Belgian interests 
in Katanga renewed the secessionist movement with threats of violence 
against any who interfered. Bear in mind, the UN forces had already 
been under orders to get all Belgians out of the Congo who were not there 
at the invitation or with the permission of the Government in Leopold- 
ville. The UN had been defied by the Belgians, however, on many occa- 
sions where such UN directives could be forestalled. 


THE UN General Assembly and Security Council months ago 
gave direct orders to the UN forces in the Congo to maintain order and 
to prevent violence and armed secession against the Central Government 
which in itself would mean civil war. Peaceful campaigns and agitation 
toward separation of one province or another were permitted as in all free 
countries. But the UN peace force was responsible for preventing tribal 
war, civil war or political assassinations. And most Congolese welcomed 
their presence and cooperation. Your editor witnessed several instances 
of this warm respect while in the Congo a few weeks ago. 

When the UN forces moved into Katanga recently, it was not to 
make war against the Katanga army of Tshombe, — as the right-wing 
anti-UN fanatics in this country have falsely accused — but to carry out 
the UN’s orders to move all Belgian officers and other white mercenaries 
out of the provincial military forces and to block any armed secessionist 
move. While UN forces were performing this task of removing the white 
officers and taking over points of control, so a secessionist movement could 
not strike with civil violence, Belgian officers not yet apprehended struck 
with the armies of tribesmen they controlled. The UN forces were not 
making war, but came under attack from those they sought to discipline 
in the name of law — as do the police in our country when trying to pre- 
vent violence among the gambling syndicate gangs and their henchmen. 


THE UN HAS NOT FAILED in the Congo —as you are being 
told by the voices of ultra-conservatism and those who will not accept the 
principle of international sovereignty over national interests. The UN and 
its personnel are of course subject to the human frailties. (UN troops were 
sniped at; attempts were made to poison them, assassinate them, burn 
them out in Katanga. So, under orders, they struck back in anger when 
violence flared.) It is Belgium, Britain, France, Portugal, the U. S. and 
Russia that have failed, for they have not seen the truth that, from this 
day on, national interests, invested wealth, political dogmas and racial 
pride must all give way to the needs and hopes of humanity, or we will 
enter an era of immeasureable chaos — or worse. 
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